Overcrowds

ordinating them, limiting the area of operation of each,
and preventing them from mutual conflict of an active
kind, it enables them to co-operate to the good of the
whole organism. Thus it comes to pass that an overcrowd
is not hostile towards subordinate crowds so long as they
are content to remain subordinate, but only if they en-
deavour to become conterminous with it and to supplant
its organisation by their own. I think it was Mr. Mallock
who described the social aggregate as a litter of beasts or
groups, each having a consciousness of its own and inter-
ests of its own, which usually do not coincide with those
of the rest, but are opposed to them. The overcrowd
imposes upon these rival interests the limitations which
enable the groups to live together in peace and even in
happiness.

How does it accomplish this result? Partly by the ma-
terial force given to it with the general consent of the
public opinion of the overcrowd, but much more by the
greater force usually possessed over the passions of indi-
viduals by the ideal of the greater crowd over the ideal of
the component bodies. Oxford does not abstain from
attacking Cambridge in force through fear of police and
military, but because, for all their rivalry, Oxford and
Cambridge are united by stronger common emotions and
ideals than those that divide them. When they think
only of each other it may be with disparagement, but as
against the rest of the world they embrace each other with
a mutual pride. Their members belong to a common
class. They are inspired by each Alrna Mater with similar
standards; they start the life of men with a similar hall-
mark, besides belonging to a common country in the f ash-